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FIGURE 20. Dover WWTP average (2010-2011) incremental TN and DIN under current effluent flow conditions.
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FIGURE 21. Rochester WWTP average (2010-2011) incremental TN and DIN under current effluent flow conditions.
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FIGURE 22. Pease WWTP average (2010-2011) incremental TN and DIN under current effluent flow conditions.
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FIGURE 23. Portsmouth WWTP average (2010-2011) incremental TN and DIN under current effluent flow conditions.
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FIGURE 24. Dover WWTP average (2010-2011) incremental TN and DIN under design effluent flow conditions.
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FIGURE 25. Rochester WWTP average (2010-2011) incremental TN and DIN under design effluent flow conditions.
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FIGURE 26. Pease WWTP average (2010-2011) incremental TN and DIN under design effluent flow conditions.
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FIGURE 27. Portsmouth WWTP average (2010-2011) incremental TN and DIN under design effluent flow conditions.
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FIGURE 28. All WWTPs* average (2010-2011) incremental TN and DIN under current effluent flow conditions.
* Dover, Rochester, Pease, Portsmouth, Exeter, Durham, and Newmarket WWTPs.
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FIGURE 30. Great Bay Flushing Time - Low Flow Conditions (September 2010)
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FIGURE 31. Great Bay Flushing Time - Average Flow Conditions (February 2010)






